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Status of Claims 



1. This action is in reply to the RCE application filed on 8 April 2008. 



2. Claims 7, 15 and 22 have been amended. 



3. Claims 23-24 have been added. 



4. Claims 1 , 9, and 1 6 have been canceled by amendment filed on 4 October 2008. 



5. Claims 2-8, 10-15, and 17-24 are currently pending and have been examined. 



Response to Arguments 



6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 7, 15, and 22 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 



7. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 



Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 
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8. Claims 21, 22, and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 21, 22, and 24 are directed to a series of steps. In order for a series of steps to be 
considered a proper process under § 101, a claimed process must either: (1) be tied to another 
statutory class (such as a particular apparatus) or (2) transform underlying subject matter (such 
as an article or materials). Diamond v. Diehr, 450 U.S. 175, 184 (1981); Parker v. Flook, 437 
U.S. 584, 588 n.9 (1978); Gottschalk v. Benson, 409 U.S. 63, 70 (1972). Thus, to qualify as 
patent eligible, these processes should positively recite the other statutory class to which it is tied 
(e.g., by identifying the apparatus that accomplishes the method steps), or positively recite the 
subject matter that is being transformed (e.g., by identifying the product or material that is 
changed to a different state). Claims 21, 22, and 24 identify neither the apparatus performing the 
recited steps nor any transformation of underlying materials, and accordingly are directed to non- 
statutory subject matter. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 (1966), 
that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness or 
nonobviousness. 
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11. Claims 2-8, 10-15, and 17-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Matsubara (US PGP 2002/0138365 A1) in view of Suzuki et al. (US 5,965,858). 

Examiner's Note: The Examiner has pointed out particular references contained in the prior art 
of record within the body of this action for the convenience of the Applicant. Although the 
specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are applied to the specific 
limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply. Applicant, in 
preparing the response, should consider fully the entire reference as potentially teaching all or 
part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or 
disclosed by the Examiner. 

Claim 7: 

Matsubara, as shown, discloses the following limitations: 

A support apparatus for supporting recycled use of equipment of a user, comprising: 

• an information obtaining unit obtaining equipment information about the equipment to be 
received from the user (see at least figure 1, "100", "120", "130", "140", "150", "160", and 
"170" and paragraphs 0016, 0021-0022, and 0031); 

• a determination unit determining according to information obtained by said information 
obtaining unit (see at least figure 1 ) 

• a location management unit managing a location and a type of the received equipment (see 
at least figure 1, and paragraphs 0016, 0022, and 0029-31); and 

• determining a plant which processes the equipment based on th e location and th e typ e of th e 
e quipm e nt (see at least paragraphs 0016, and 0031, "the consumer can select an appliance 
disposal business or a way or manner of disposing of the appliance."). 

Matsurbara does not disclose a plant determination unit. However, Matsubara discloses units 
that are capable of determining a plant which processes equipment (see at least paragraphs 
0016 and 0021-0021). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
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the invention to modify the apparatus of Matsubara to have included a plant determination unit to 
perform the step of determining a plant which process the equipment because a computer that 
determines a plant for a consumer would make the recycling process quicker and more efficient. 
Matsubara does not disclose the following limitations, but Suzuki et al. however, as shown, does: 

• whether or not treatable articles restriction standards of a receiver of the equipment 
associated with physical characteristics of the equipment are exceeded (see at least column 
15, lines 38-43); 

• based on whether the restriction standards are exceeded (see at least column 3, lines 10-25) 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
the method of Matsubara with the technique of Suzuki et al. because "It is an object of the 
present invention to provide a manufactured article recycling system for determining or deciding 
methods of realizing recycle processings proper for various discarded articles by making it 
possible to collect, process and furnish speedily a variety of information required for the 
processings or treatments of the discarded articles, to thereby reduce the amount of wastes and 
make the much of limited fossil fuel resource." (Suzuki et al. column 1, lines 63-67 - column 2, 
line 1-3). 

Claims 2-6 

Matsubara in view of Suzuki et al., as shown, discloses the following limitations: 
The apparatus according to claim 7 

Moreover, Matsubara, as shown, discloses the following limitations: 
(Claim 2) The apparatus according to claim 7, further comprising: 

• a charge determination unit determining whether or not the user is to bear a charge for 
recycle (see at least paragraph 0006, "an information processing apparatus offers a price of 
an appliance to be disposed of."). 

(Claim 3) The apparatus according to claim 2, further comprising: 
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• a payment method determination unit determining a method of paying the charge when said 
charge determination unit determines that the user is to pay the charge (see at least 
paragraph 0065, "The payment may be made not directly, but via the intermediator at some 
intermediation service charge. In such a case, the accepting price to be displayed in the list 
may be determined with the intermediator's service charge taken into account."). 

(Claim 4) The apparatus according to claim 2, further comprising: 

• a calculation unit calculating the charge according to information obtained by said information 
obtaining unit (see at least paragraph 0010, "The accepting price is determined in 
accordance with appliance data of the appliance and disposal way data representing a way of 
disposing of the appliance."). 

(Claim 5) The apparatus according to claim 3, wherein when said charge determination unit 
determines that the user is to pay the charge, the apparatus first confirms a payment of the 
charge by the user, and then performs a receiving process (see at least paragraph 0052).. 

(Claim 6) The apparatus according to claim 7, wherein said information obtaining unit obtains 
information from the user over a network (see at least figure 1, "50", and paragraph 0016). 

Claims 8 and 23: 

Matsubara in view of Suzuki et al., as shown, discloses the following limitations: 
The apparatus according to claim 7 

Matsubara does not disclose the following limitations, but Suzuki et al. however, as shown, does: 
(Claim 8) The apparatus according to claim 7, further comprising: 

• a progress information generation unit generating information about progress of recycling 
equipment (see at least column 37, lines 57-63). 
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(Claim 23) The apparatus according to claim 7, wherein the physical characteristics comprise 
weigh and/or size (see at least column 10, lines 14-23). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
the method of Matsubara with the technique of Suzuki et al. because "It is an object of the 
present invention to provide a manufactured article recycling system for determining or deciding 
methods of realizing recycle processings proper for various discarded articles by making it 
possible to collect, process and furnish speedily a variety of information required for the 
processings or treatments of the discarded articles, to thereby reduce the amount of wastes and 
make the much of limited fossil fuel resource." (Suzuki et al. column 1, lines 63-67 - column 2, 
line 1-3). 

Claim 15: 

Matsubara, as shown, discloses the following limitations: 

A computer readable storage storing a program used to direct a computer to function as: 

• an information obtaining unit obtaining equipment information about the equipment to be 
received from the user (see at least figure 1, "100", "120", "130", "140", "150", "160", and 
"170" and paragraphs 0016, 0021-0022, and 0031); 

• a determination unit determining according to information obtained by said information 
obtaining unit (see at least figure 1 ) 

• a location management unit managing a location and a type of the received equipment (see 
at least figure 1, and paragraphs 0016, 0022, and 0029-31); and 

• determining a plant which processes the equipment based on th e location and th e typ e of th e 
e quipm e nt (see at least paragraphs 0016, and 0031, "the consumer can select an appliance 
disposal business or a way or manner of disposing of the appliance."). 

Matsurbara does not disclose a plant determination unit. However, Matsubara discloses units 
that are capable of determining a plant which processes equipment (see at least paragraphs 
0016 and 0021-0021 . It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
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the invention to modify the apparatus of Matsubara to have included a plant determination unit to 
perform the step of determining a plant which process the equipment because a computer that 
determines a plant for a consumer would make the recycling process quicker and more efficient. 
Matsubara does not disclose the following limitations, but Suzuki et al. however, as shown, does: 

• whether or not treatable articles restriction standards of a receiver of the equipment 
associated with physical characteristics of the equipment are exceeded (see at least column 
15, lines 38-43); 

• based on whether the restriction standards are exceeded (see at least column 3, lines 10-25) 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
the method of Matsubara with the technique of Suzuki et al. because "It is an object of the 
present invention to provide a manufactured article recycling system for determining or deciding 
methods of realizing recycle processings proper for various discarded articles by making it 
possible to collect, process and furnish speedily a variety of information required for the 
processings or treatments of the discarded articles, to thereby reduce the amount of wastes and 
make the much of limited fossil fuel resource." (Suzuki et al. column 1, lines 63-67 - column 2, 
line 1-3). 

Claims 10-14 

Matsubara in view of Suzuki et al., as shown, discloses the following limitations: 
The storage according to claim 15 

Moreover, Matsubara, as shown, discloses the following limitations: 
(Claim 10) The storage according to claim 15, further comprising: 

• a charge determination unit determining whether or not the user is to bear a charge for 
recycle (see at least paragraph 0006, "an information processing apparatus offers a price of 
an appliance to be disposed of."). 



(Claim 11) The program storage to claim 10, further comprising: 
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• a payment method determination unit determining a method of paying the charge when said 
charge determination unit determines that the user is to pay the charge (see at least 
paragraph 0065, "The payment may be made not directly, but via the intermediator at some 
intermediation service charge. In such a case, the accepting price to be displayed in the list 
may be determined with the intermediator's service charge taken into account."). 

(Claim 12) The storage according to claim 10, further comprising: 

• a calculation unit calculating the charge according to information obtained by said information 
obtaining unit (see at least paragraph 0010, "The accepting price is determined in 
accordance with appliance data of the appliance and disposal way data representing a way of 
disposing of the appliance."). 

(Claim 13) The storage according to claim 11, wherein when said charge determination unit 
determines that the user is to pay the charge, the apparatus first confirms a payment of the 
charge by the user, and then performs a receiving process (see at least paragraph 0052).. 

(Claim 14) The storage according to claim 15, wherein said information obtaining unit obtains 
information from the user over a network (see at least figure 1 , "50", and paragraph 001 6). 

Claim 22: 

Matsubara, as shown, discloses the following limitations: 

A supporting method of supporting recycled use of equipment of a user, comprising: 

• obtaining equipment information about the equipment to be received from the user (see at 
least figure 1, "100", "120", "130", "140", "150", "160", and "170" and paragraphs 0016, 0021- 
0022, and 0031); 

• determining according to information obtained by said information obtaining unit (see at least 
figure 1) 
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• managing a location and a type of the received equipment (see at least figure 1, and 
paragraphs 0016, 0022, and 0029-31); and 

• determining a plant which processes the equipment based on th e location and th e typ e of th e 
oquipmont (see at least paragraphs 0016, and 0031, "the consumer can select an appliance 
disposal business or a way or manner of disposing of the appliance."). 

Matsubara does not disclose the following limitations, but Suzuki et al. however, as shown, does: 

• whether or not treatable articles restriction standards of a receiver of the equipment 
associated with physical characteristics of the equipment are exceeded (see at least column 
15, lines 38-43); 

• based on whether the restriction standards are exceeded (see at least column 3, lines 10-25) 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
the method of Matsubara with the technique of Suzuki et al. because "It is an object of the 
present invention to provide a manufactured article recycling system for determining or deciding 
methods of realizing recycle processings proper for various discarded articles by making it 
possible to collect, process and furnish speedily a variety of information required for the 
processings or treatments of the discarded articles, to thereby reduce the amount of wastes and 
make the much of limited fossil fuel resource." (Suzuki et al. column 1, lines 63-67 - column 2, 
line 1-3). 

Claims 17-21: 

Matsubara in view of Suzuki et al., as shown, discloses the following limitations: 
The method according to claim 22 

Moreover, Matsubara, as shown, discloses the following limitations: 
(Claim 17) The method according to claim 22, further comprising: 

• a charge determination unit determining whether or not the user is to bear a charge for 
recycle (see at least paragraph 0006, "an information processing apparatus offers a price of 
an appliance to be disposed of."). 
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(Claim 18) The method according to claim 17, further comprising: 

• a payment method determination unit determining a method of paying the charge when said 
charge determination unit determines that the user is to pay the charge (see at least 
paragraph 0065, "The payment may be made not directly, but via the intermediator at some 
intermediation service charge. In such a case, the accepting price to be displayed in the list 
may be determined with the intermediator's service charge taken into account."). 

(Claim 19) The method according to claim 17, further comprising: 

• a calculation unit calculating the charge according to information obtained by said information 
obtaining unit (see at least paragraph 0010, "The accepting price is determined in 
accordance with appliance data of the appliance and disposal way data representing a way of 
disposing of the appliance."). 

(Claim 20) The method according to claim 18, wherein when said charge determination unit 
determines that the user is to pay the charge, the apparatus first confirms a payment of the 
charge by the user, and then performs a receiving process (see at least paragraph 0052).. 

(Claim 21) The method according to claim 22, wherein said information obtaining unit obtains 
information from the user over a network (see at least figure 1 , "50", and paragraph 001 6). 

Claim 24: 

Matsubara, as shown, discloses the following limitations: 
A method, comprising: 

• obtaining the physical characteristics of equipment to be recycled (see at least paragraph 
0032, "the consumer enters appliance data including the kind or class of the household 
appliance 240, e.g. "refrigerator", which the consumer no longer uses or will be disused, the 
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name of the appliance, the model identification, the manufacturer, the retail shop at which 
the consumer bought the appliance, and the date on which the appliance was bought,"); 

• designating a recycling facility for processing the equipment based on the comparing (see at 
least paragraph 0031 , "the consumer can select an appliance disposal business concern or a 
way or manner of disposing of the appliance."). 

Matsubara does not disclose the following limitations, but Suzuki et al. however, as shown, does: 

• comparing the physical characteristics of the equipment with a physical characteristic 
limitation (see at least column 15, lines 38-43); 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
the method of Matsubara with the technique of Suzuki et al. because "It is an object of the 
present invention to provide a manufactured article recycling system for determining or deciding 
methods of realizing recycle processings proper for various discarded articles by making it 
possible to collect, process and furnish speedily a variety of information required for the 
processings or treatments of the discarded articles, to thereby reduce the amount of wastes and 
make the much of limited fossil fuel resource." (Suzuki et al. column 1, lines 63-67 - column 2, 
line 1-3). 
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Conclusion 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or concerning this 
communication or earlier communications from the Examiner should be directed to David J. Clark whose 
telephone number is 571.270.3938. The Examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 9:30am- 
5:00pm. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's supervisor, 
JOHN W. HAYES can be reached at 571.272.6708. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 

http://portal.uspto.gov/external/portal/pair <http://pair-direct.uspto.gov >. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866.217.9197 (toll- 
free). 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 

P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

or faxed to 571-273-8300. 

Hand delivered responses should be brought to the United States Patent and Trademark 

Office Customer Service Window: 

Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314. 

/David J Clark/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3628 

/Igor N. Borissov/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3628 



